iiarolc! &Q± 3 berg 

tout© 8 f i^dorick, nd. 217 o 1 

Auguot 30, 1972 


Dear hr* ^iioaag J« i^alley. 

Your lottor of «u^ust 28 begins, ,w Th« Secret Service ia unable to fumioli you with the 
information roquootod in your latter of August 1^,1972." If this is true, ao I believe it 
ia not, 1 then believe it amounts to conf Baiun of a crino. The third paragraph of ay letter 
ifequesta " aoojflr of whatever law or other legal authority penal tted the Secret Service to 
dispoao of thio government property," namely film purchased from federal appropriations. 

i-oroovcr, this film, onco expo nod, wan covered by regulations which 1 boliuvo have the 
force and effect of law. 

Ia' the Secret Service did not violate the low in dispouing of this filn, tho it does 
have and can provide no with oopieu of the legal authorization request*.. I renew this requent. 
Ia tills <j0Vi.rnn.ut property wua illognlly disposed of, should not criminal action be inati- 
tuted, begin, ing with the portion who nutiiorizod it and continuing tlirough all hands, incluth- 
irq; tliose who tren.jportod it out of government poa.esuionY as a citi-en ana taxpayer I believe 
thin to bo as true as if what wno illegally disposed of was, say, a typewriter. 

In the onto 3enso, the rest of this pura.jrpph ia susceptible of specific response and 
f renew ay re.uest with xvapeot thoruto. There are or there. are not "any rulings , * intorpreta- 
tiona, decisions or any other reoordo involved." 1 groover, ’SSSx a number of controlling 
decisions, if tlioBe formerly enjoyed an immune status, that has been waived. 

ity next poragraph refers to a memorandum of Secret Service composition referring in 
turn to the exposure to light of certain autopsy film. Thu Secret Service is the agency of 
orL^Dijtt 011(1 under tha law the "agency of paramount interest", This memorandum exists, has 
teen shown to others who have published its contents, and 1 renew my request for a copy of 
it from the agency of both origin an*', paramount interest. (I haw already provided you a 
coiy oi the relevant pitge of the Attorney General's »';emornndum on 5 U.d.U.5‘>2.) Th> remainder 
of tills parngrplihmnke a req ost for identifiable documents, tl l e roquir nent of the law. 

fou make a distillation in your letter between "information anc any cocum-nts". this 
poragrapli uaices wliat 1 boliuvu is a pcrfectl, proper request for information on which there 
nay or uay not bo other records liavin^ to do with lightCriauage to film or the destruction 
of any evidence rein tin to the assassination of the President. Win n there is at least one 
existing official ami quoted rooord on thio, con you truthfully soy, as you do nay, "The 
Secret Service is unable to furnish you with tte information requested" and "w* do not 
have 3uch information"? 

fou say further request., for any information about the assassination should be addressed 
to tin. - Jdiiviat, I hnv?: and exercise ay rights under the law and pursuant to thorn I elect 
to adcress the Secret Service, ■■oroovur, the Archivist has himself ruled on this so repetitious] 
1 ou^it not huv- to remind you* It in th;<n that I midrossad the- iJocret oarvlce to be&in witft* 
i do not b.. 11 ova that any cx postu facto* aot by thu Secret Service changon this. 1 don't 
b. liov.- there is a single thing I have anted of you that was not pert of the first re<iuest 
made jto eoferrnl by the Archivist and pursuant to jq&tten Scoret Sorvicu invitation . 

1 duaiu the begin; .ing o. my letter :cay be in a different category. I do not know and 
have not consulted counsel. I would still prefer not to have to. So I pr sent thio zo you, 
personally , on thin basis s did you tell mo the truth, the whole truth and nothing but tho 
truth? I trusted you to toll n< the truth, accepted and wrote it as tho truth, and I do not 
now want to amend tiiat writing to say you did riot. For .ions years 1 have had a different view 
of the position ami problems of th- Secret Service in thio matter, which in son, thing separate 
fra. the docutwntary record of thu past. 1'ou have involved ay personal integrity anutho obli- 
gation I feci to thu making of an accurate liistorlciil record. I take both seriously. So what 
I an really aaiing is to bo put in a position not to have to add a footnote or other con. ent 
Uiat m ono way or another would liuve to say that Tho non. Thomas J. Kelley, Assistant director 
ox the s- crot service in charge of keeping American /reaia nts alive lied. Tho choice is 
your©, not uin©. 

^lncenwly. 


Harold Wed© berg 




